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Abstract

Extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy (ESWL) is a commonly used method in urology to treat uri-
nary stones, and ESWL has become one of the main methods for the treatment of urinary stones
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due to its advantages of simple operation, accurate positioning, trauma and few complications.
However, the therapeutic effect of ESWL is affected by many factors, and the emergence of some
emerging technologies has also played a guiding role in clinical treatment.
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1. 518

WAPR B G5 2 WA R AR D 2 K R NATTARIE ST RR B S5 M e, RIR B4R E T,
T REXT AN [FRRAL AN F RN E5 A7, W PRAMEHBA AR YR YT 7 2 o %I AT i S5 H I PR R A
I PR LS PEIR AR Im R AEAR AT REAEREPRATPR 2S5 0L, OF £ (10 T A 0 A0 B O R0 AN RS2 . Bl
HERITHARRKRE, WWRIGITZER TN Z, e L8 RO 25 i % 47 (Extracorporeal shock wave
lithotripsy, ESWL) MK UG A AR[1] [2]. HH T HARPEREBARK T ACRE, ESWL RPLHE & H & f 254
EH R (FDA)LHE TR . 7E EAU T AUA fieR . MRAM e R & —Fh AR AMEIRI T I7iE, B
HEAFAEIRTT /INT 2 om (15 IR 45 40 ANg PR AE I S 25 40 B B e . FETAE N, BN B R B 45 A R
HICHE WEEIT S . 125 30 AR, ESWL BOARNE NI IR R 454 WV TT 77 RAEA R J7 ik 2 — € 1)
G, BRG, BFFEN R — ELEO) T DU b A A R PR FRVR T 2. ESWL BTN R 2V 2 I = 15
e, WEEARRAN ALE L By WIR ARG EE . R ETEE(Body Mass Index, BMI). 7 Tk 22 45 41 (B 55
(Skin Stone Distance, SSD) [3] [4] [5]. T FIRJRE, W20 CEIFMG 7 M {E ESWL BA K. H%
Ao AP T ATRERSMN ESWL 45 IR — 224, IExd — LB b R RUHT S 3T A

2. ®MIWER
2.1. FEERB(BMI)MEIKEIZARIER(SSD)

NEJE 2 M ESWL IVRYT ROUR . bl Re R AL 1R 2R N 450 R THI,  Z2 R AR ZH 23 2 ek 55 ot
BReE . ARG WIESS, BMI 2 ESWL ARG JoARE TS 19 S35 52 PR 6 o 2w e pe 3 1 1
45 8 7 S AG R e, FEPE RIS OL T, RO RIS A R s T DU A AR AR . R R BISS A RN T
10~11 cm #EE W /& ESWL Jii SFR IS TR 2K [6] [7]. [FIRE, fRE IG5 SFR 200, 78R ALK
BN AR S, FEIRB LS B B 5 RS i KRR 0 A .

22. FANMNESLER/KN

S A B ESWL 45 i Hrh —ANE bR, F 22 (Lower calyceal, LC)%547 B4Rt 7] LU ESWL
TBIT AR TR R AR RS DA R LC R S 10 58 BE A B, 330 SWL S5 14 v IR B 22 41K . Prahara Yuri
S N[BIFE—TENSH S N S A I EE R M4 AR I, 4N 958 filrh, L idsbpddiii AR 513 il &
Fe BB AR 271 BRI R E B 174 1, RJG 3 MHEAHEHEN 90.8%. 75.3%F1 64.7%. 53— Tl
MEvE. 2l BEHLOIRIREE[9], oA THIRE S-S ESWL /N T 1 om T REA KT iR
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R, IXPMERIEAR T A S BB E R R ESWL X TH T R4AH —ERTRL
ERX T N REA S, AT HARP G777 2, T A5 A 2 . EAU F1 AUA Fi5 1 132 A 10K ESWL
ERRSFRT 2 om BB S50 10 3 BYEI7 7vR[10], s B T7E,  ngt 5B 8 BUA AR (Percutaneous
nephrolithotomy, PCNL).

23. EABE

S2m) ESWL 15— N EEN R4S A H S M L, Bk B4 CT fEA—A4 &
RS, 0 CT (M e A% . WEFRRM, Bt CT AN, ESWL FIRIhR K, 1 CT E
SN ESWL fOA o e R 2 [11] [12] [13]. /R4 CT {HAE ESWL H I FAE AR 7 RE A, {H2
1EBARIEMWHE EADIHRA — NG — s £ —TUATIEMEIR RIS d, BEFA CT EA SFR Z 8] 2
LYERZR, BEE/NT 970 HU K454 ESWL BT BN 5 [ 14]. 1 H Gupta 58 A K Bi[15], @it HU
THIN SWL 145 41375 o 26 L BBt 3 485 7 K /NS TO00 2 B i e . K TRk 35 LRI T ol AR
M A AR GE R EEZ AR VIR, Jrt— st 7 CT EMEE/EM, mH CT EMEAEWM
ESWL Y897 BT — T $E AR, 52 WA IR AR 2 ORI IA PR AN BH I 2 36 ph e i A T R B (e e
PR T BRI, H it asEs A%, R4S A CT H < 900~1000 Hu AT LA ESWL 153
[16]. fift, WFFLNRARH T —HFoBif SWL &5 R TFEbR: 454 % A2 5 RH(VCSD). VCSD = (4 f1%
FERRAEZE)ICP Y45 47 5% ) * 100 [17]. 5 HU {HAHEL, "EJ& SWL 167 R A SE SR T4 bR, XAl AE A
e BT R HU 25 5 S 35( 30 0 M AR RS T 45 A I R R0 Bl AR 22 5

2.4, MEEIARFMRE

18 P 5 AR ) b AR AT AR s A B R IR D S RS . B R B, BRI P e R T AR 2
AR, JCHGRXTRT 1 om IZ5A[18]. (H2 b A iig o S BURTT I MEK, 1 I7 5%
ANERE . AT LE B 45 A 4T ESWL JRYT IR FE R, R AMKA%E 60 X/min F1 90 {X/min 7573
J7 A B 22 57 10, {E SRV S AT N B LR, MOA T R B A R 52, S48 R AT 60 YX/min
REERI . 5 120 Wi/ s BiAHEL, 60 22 90 IRyhh/r B ) ESWL 2 45 A 28 B O Ho 2 xt
TR K). —T0 Meta 20 H7 KSR ZR (60~70 ¥k/min) Al 472 (80~90 Y&/min)EAT 1 SFR 45 5402,
{HBH S5 5 T 40146 (100~120 X/min)f¥) SFR [19]. I I FEUEBILE ESWL E, SRAMRAER b i A UA
S50 ESWL BT, 1 HLIE 2 2 FRARKT LA B 1040 40, 980D AR AR H B

T HLR ESWL JRIT U H BT B LE , B 250 SARUCHE 450 5 00R YT A RLZE T 2000
W, TR S5 A B RA T WIS R 3000 YR[20]. — o Tk ESWL 1697 IR B e 2 8, Al fi i@t
{5 FHAH B304 (120 /min) 1 00 N IR B S50 SR E 4540, RTRRZH Dy 3500 ¥k, W&y 7000 IR, W%
HIGAZN 87.7%, xR 75%, Bl 5 AR 2 s ISR 24 0 10 2 4 P 25 e il 2 s R )
R S S I SR B O s O s 9= S T B ) 1 ML 1 R €A R L Y I A S & SN
Mdem ESWL T4 2 [21]. (H R phob RECRISE N, 5 4540 T4 2R 0 3 T 1 [0 B o) 5 Uk e 2% B 1) 43
Pt AE R, BAREN ] R S REA NI AL S WA R R . (HRXS T IR 1 5 A2 R A s B E 1Y)
THOLT,  SEINREA E 2 T AE R .

25 WE

BHEEKEI TG R AR BN O . B AR S R KBS 3 A LB 1 7 =X
B, RRREN P REEEEAR, W RSEIl S IE N BORRERE . EAU $RRIAN, N 1l
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REE R A MM NUE RERA G AT, 788 Bk 5 7K 3 2 R G 4 (KRR A 7000 TREA R 2 2
RELELN, M0 EAERE AT IR T T AR BTN A D05 XA 510 R K SE R T I AR HE S, A DRA A A B Ak
HOREMG RE, P dr e A R 3, JF HAEA Rus/b se B Hi2k[22]. Pishchalnikov 58 A[23] T 7T
MR IAER A R, KB SR AL B R IR 2 B0, T B2 =GR TE DA AR & R AR 1.5%~19%
I, A RIS T B 20%. BbAh, IR EEEVRY TR T AT B A E AL S, BRI
D F#AK 57%. Guangyan Li 55 A\ [24100— U0 FE R, 20 & DX FRAR 18% M, &5 R A R
FREHGE 30%. N IR X AT, Cartledge 55 N[25]3E47 7 —TUASMITTE, HLAL 1 AR & 771
JUEARS B BRER R AR I R S A2 R PRIBERON T &5 KV PR T B . AT A ]L, K
TR BB A BT 7 B P B B >, MR ® . &2 ESWL I —NEEJ I, AJ0E AR
RIE S AR BT, > BE RS E R E AL, IFm R R P A

2.6. EfL

A Y R E AN S AR R U ESWL BRI RHE . Hh ookl 2 52 211 B S5 4L I SE A ) BELES »
Pl A AR O E R AT, SR AMEMLIG YT W DA o R L BeSs A, TRR A o B A
UFAEAREMLIGTT[26] 0 — 3025 HhCa [ BB 72 3% WA AN MO 28 B LA AL S5 AR HEAEMSL AR EE , 8774 RS T B
0.5~2.0 cm &5 47, BAHE AN F[27]. WA UL [28]MEM 228 A2 N AUA] LLSEA R0E L4541
i1y HLZ2 RO ESWL Y67 4 PR 0 i 45 A B AR 6 28 i TR, B 3 T T 5 PR A i T T A L.
AT IS T X Zeg AL sl g AL AP e, H AT X 2 e R A P g Ao dee e TP Al A 75 30, 3K
PIRPEARHRIE ] T ESWL. E2 PR A2 S A Lok BOR X ERAE I R _E BN 32 (K A B m o {8
HEN S A, ARBRAEE IR E 22 BRSSO [29] . 7S 8 A ek DR S e, HLEE 7S AT X 2T
FWE MBS, I HE S AT DLSE 254 i R 15 DL . Besien S£[30] NRENL/MAC 1 114 44 /&%, fiH]
PR X 2R BT 4 A e, A G RN SFR A 52%, X 25|34 SFR Ny 42%, 45 R A W%
5, Smith &5 A [311A— T Btk A BB Fe b 82 3 7 AR 25 5%, #E— P UEM] SFR L% 5.

3. FRARFE S
3.1 BEHHRA

7 P HE TR A — PR AL B, e R R T ) ) SR AR S ko E W IR AR R EE e L A, B AR
FEAE S B B G, R B S S B, AT AT DARE IR A ) B R e AL S A
FAR S AE LRI R AT 7 IR RAMER, T 2010 4E 15 RSEK: . Shah 25 A\ [32] & 3 1 ) FH 8 7 I gk 5
ARTEAAL G U AR AT SR80, 7ESEIRHh, JE IR BBk e A g A, Hd e A bk b 2R A58 75 R E
SENLEE AT, BT I AR T e A g A AT AT

Jonathan D Harper %5 \[3314& & 11 F 28 AR 75 DA R R IR AL, HFadbAT T3St 26 Mish
FBFERIT R R, ARSI ROE, SRERIRILIR, I HEA AN B %7 B
A5 5 [ it 2] ot MR BV B R At i, AR SR T R PR HEE A HE NS A RN R B I R 2 T T
AR FARGR 25 5 [34], 15 BB S S 538 A 14 BIRIHRAL B 454, IR alifii kg 4 10 mm,
RRAGHITTHR A RS, b2 ESWL i /2 PCNL VGIT WA R RE5 A, T2 H bRsl i ah ik &5
FHEH, BTk, BFARN O BT 7R AT ] — RS T DAZE R A S AT, DA 1 4
BB T H 5 — R AR R &R AE ESWL T RUERYT R BB e A g5 A, NI AR 45 A R A A
THERZE, XTILE. Z0a. WWEAMERIA 2 AR R N, ok I P R BOR TR R 1R
N LR
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3.2. 1ZBLEMEAAR(Burst Wave Lithotripsy, BWL)

BWL & —FiHi AR, )4 R ik AR IE S P kb o 1% b 528 A TR 03k (SC-X #83k)
AR5 5] 5 DA R AR (R E i i, B KPR FE I D SR IETE R, DR S 20 s I 1A
HMIF USRI EAE R, BWL 7EIRYTT WA R R 45 A0 R NI 45 A I FE R A AR R # # aS iR 3, H
e AR PR AR A AR 4 A i SR /N BE 25 5 HE A AR 35] [36]. B, BTN B ieit T BAA BE R R T
B BWL #%5, DM RIS A . ATAREREA A, &K 12mm, HHLA BWL RS 2.8 £5[37].
TE—TRA S g, 10 HEs F BWL $R4E 30 4 8haiie, 1697 )5 B HEAN & B ZL 200 55 35 4 41 A
e, MBS SRIBE ST N TC T H[38]. NI T BWL BB SLi6 B IE ] T b AR 1)
A TERIA RE[39] [40], FESEEEAT MRI. AR A R Tk Aih. HufthmisA e
5 ES25, W BWL FE AR RIG RIS D45 2 1 & s A2 B (e, ARS8 2 HOR SO AT s
T BWL E I R A AR R FH A 23 B R 78 5«

4. 4ip

ESWL HARE—F ORI 7%, BAWEERETR, HRRERBARIIE A, SWL g B et
T—MREFHESE, H2A ¢ ESWL M2 R Z WA G2, Fik, i SH8nfE ESWL 445 5
B B A RIUNEEN . BAEE AR IR U AT B HT AR AR AT 5T IEAE
514 ESWL FE [ B B R R K

B
[ 42 SHOCHA RS N iR AT R L R AR, P IEAR SR 2 5, 2021, 13(14):
140-143.

[21 @RT, EXAE, RE, S RRE BB BEOE A AR S RSN A AR T R R 5 AT R 9], AR
FR T S 45 4 4% 35, 2020, 29(19): 2098-2102.

[81 BE3E7E, REKUE. Somaf ks 45 B RSl A AR T R R 3R 20 0], I PR = 240 78 5 5K ik, 2022, 7(20):
50-53.

[4] *d, EBH, SRR, S FIAS B A ARG T PR A0 T RS R R A [, o e PR R A 2k
£, 2021, 49(5): 581-584.

[5] WAL, TROKAE, XIZER, A W IR R G EA b B A R R R AT 0], IRV I EE S A 2k, 2018,
28(15): 108-110.
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